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I.— THE DIALECTS OF NORTH GREECE.' 
The statement of Strabo (VIII 1, 2, p. 333) names ol yap eWor 

laSpov ttXt/v Aflrjvaiap koi Meyapecop Kai t5>p nepi top Happaacop Aopteap 

ical vvv ?t« AloXels KaKovpTat is a statement which epigraphic testimony 
proves to contain an illegitimate use of At'oXA, but which is doubt- 
less to be explained by reference to that plastic use of tribal names 
the most patent case of which is the extension of the term "EXXr/p«. 
By the Greeks before Aristotle Thessaly was regarded as the 
cradle of the Greek race, and bore originally, i. e. before the incur- 
sion of the Thesprotians under Thessalus, the name AloXis. This 
incursion gave the impetus to a series of revolutions in tribal rela- 
tions which it is impossible for the historian to control with 
certainty. The AtoXt&W n-dXt? in Phocis on the way from Daulis to 
Delphi (Hdt. VIII 35), and the territory of Pleuron and Calydon, 
called AioXi'r, in Southern Aetolia, received in all probability their 
names from exiled Aeolians. In the case of Pleuron (nXevpoWa) 
such a conjecture has at least the testimony of antiquity in its 
favor (Strabo X 3, 6, p. 465), and, as Meister remarks, the state- 
ment of a historian in Steph. Byz., eV pip rot AmpieCo-ip AlraXol, can 
readily be brought into agreement with the assertions of Thuc. 
Ill 102, and the scholion on Theocr. I 56 (A10XW yap f) aItwXU), by 
regarding the Doric Aetolians as the inhabitants of the a PX aia 
AtraX/a. The passage from Strabo quoted above is the only 
authority which affixes to the inhabitants of northwestern and 
north-central Greece the name Aeolic. On the other hand, the 
consentient testimony of the ancients regarded Thessaly and 
Boeotia alone as Aeolic, and the grammarians restrict the use of 

» Read at the meeting of the American Philological Association held at Ithaca, July, 1886. 
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the term " Aeolic dialect " to the idiom of Lesbian poetry, very 
infrequently characterizing as Aeolic a form which is Boeotian or 
Thessalian. 

Giese (Der aeolische Dialekt, p. 131) has well remarked, in dis- 
cussing the difficulties presented by the utterances of the Greeks 
in reference to their tribal and dialectological relations: " Nicht 
in den Meinungen der Alien liegen die wahrhaft historischen 
Zeugnisse, sondem in ihrer Sprache selbst." If we supplement 
this statement by another, which in reality is not excluded by the 
first: " Ohne Rilcksicht auf das Leben des Volks ist die Sprach- 
wissenschafi todt und werthlos" (Fick, Uias, p. 564), we open up 
the two avenues by which the science of Greek dialectology is to 
be approached. It will, therefore, in the first instance be necessary 
to pass in review the various phenomena which constitute each of 
the cantonal idioms of that wide territory reaching from the Aegean 
Sea to the western part of Epirus, and from Olympus to the 
southernmost parallel of those states washed by the Corinthian 
Gulf. Upon this scientific basis alone can we hope to attain results, 
the value of which will doubtless be enhanced by the fact that so 
comprehensive an investigation has as yet not been attempted 
in Germany. 

To establish the position of the dialects of Thessaly and Boeotia 
as dialects of North Greece, in their connection with Asiatic- Aeolic 
and in their relation to one another, I present the following table 
of their chief distinctive morphological features. 

I. — Dialect of Thessaly. 

A. Peculiarities which belong specifically to Thessaly. 

1. £ for a in file . 2. ov for o> ; « has ceased to exist. 3. k for r in /c/f. 4. f 
for 8 in felp. 5. t6 for 00 in ' 'Arflovwroc. 6. 65 for fi in ifiSiav. 7. Gen. sing, 
-o decl. in -of. 1 8. Demonstr. pron. bve. 9. Infin. pass, in -aftcw. 10. 3 pi. 
pass, in -vffeiv. it. Infin. aor. act. in -aeiv. 12. pa for (if. 13. fiavxva for 
tlafyvti in apxt-Savxvatjiopeiaai;. 13. 00 for C in e/i<j>avlaaoe.v. 14. -ev in 3 pi. im- 
perf. aorist {efioiiKaep/id). 

B. Points of agreement with the dialect of Boeotia. 

I. e for a in dipnog (8ap<jo; also is Boeot.). 2. ei for tj, 3. A labial for a 
dental: Thess. TlerBfiUc = Boeot. forraXdc. 4. A dental surd and aspirate 
in Thess. — a double dental in Boeot. = aa in Attic. See example under 3. 
5. 9 for t ; iyivovOo hfyavypivfciv Thess., irapyivvuvdr], iTroeiaavBo Boeot. 6. epoToi; 
for tparof. 7. F = v in middle of a word. 8. /mmoc = /uxpoc (gramm.). 9. 
yivvfiai for yiyvofiat from the analogy of the -w/u verbs. The change must have 
taken place after the withdrawal of the Asiatic Aeolians. 10. Dat. pi. cons. 

' In the Pharsalian inscr. the gen. ends in -ov. 
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stems in -eacri (also Lesbian). II. Inf. in -tfitv (not Pharsalian), Lesbian 
-ftevac and -ev. 12. Part. perf. Thess. -ovv, Boeot., Lesb. -uv. This is one of 
the proofs that these dialects sprang from a common source. 13. i c = if before 
a cons. Thess., Boeot. ; eat; in B. before a vowel (in in Lesbian before a cons., 
if before a vowel). 14. £»> for eif. 15. Patronymics in -£«)£■, mc. 16. fie'A in 
B. (hMfisvog, Thess. f}(:A/,si-ai ; B. also /3oX in puka, Locrian de'tAofiai. 17. 
jrort B., Aeolic ffpoc, n-pff. 18. Doubling of a before r, k, x- 19. Absence of 
xpi/MOic. 20. r for a before vowels. 21. Absence of v iij>M. in the prose in- 
scriptions. 

C. The Thessalian dialect has these points of similarity with Asiatic- 
Aeolic : 

I. e for a in Bsptyog. 2. 1 for e (si) XWiog. 3. for a in bv — ava. 4. v for o 
in a?™. 5. Assimilation of a liquid with a spirant, £//,«/. 6. cnt for a between 
vowels, Zocreadeiv. 7. Dat. plur. conson. decl. in -east,. 8. Personal pronoun aufik, 
d/i/ieom; Lesb. a/ips, a/i/iem: 9. Contract verbs are treated as -/it verbs ; not 
in Boeotian inscriptions. 10. Part. perf. act. in -ow, Lesb. -uv. ir. Part, of 
the substantive verb in iovv=ii£>v, Lesb. and Boeot. 12. Article o't, at. 13. la 
for Doric and Ionic fiia, Goth, si, or aeva olvij. The feminine of fie is not found 
in any Boeotian literary or epigraphic monument. 14. ue for av. 15. The 
name of the father is indicated by a patronymical adjective in -i»c. 16. fUK- 
k6c 1= /iiKfiog (gramm.). 17. AiovvvaoQ zz Aiolic Zowveoc. iS. diV (the accent is 
uncertain) ; cf. Lesbic altv, aiv and Boeot. ifi, hi. 19. £ — i> in middle of a word. 
20. Absence of v i<j>e~An. in non-Kon^ inscriptions. 

II. — The Dialect of Boeotia. 

A. The Boeotian dialect is akin to that of Lesbos and Aeolis herein: 

I. £ for a, BipuoQ, Boeot. also dpaoot;. 2. BsAtpoi, Aeol. HeAtjint. 3. for a 
(Trporoc, 1 Boeot. also arpardg. 4. -iropvuf for napvaip, Aeol. ITo/wojr/cjv. 5. jj for 
o, bvvfia (but d™). 6. arepos (gramm.) 7. o-|-o=:cj. 8. o-)-«-5. 9. Gen. 
o decl. in -w. 10. -eu verbs treated as -/u verbs, according to the grammarians, 
and at least at the time of Aristophanes (Achar. 914). 11. Name of the father- 
is expressed by a patronymic adjective. 12. UetAsoTporidac; B., irf/Avt Lesb. for 
-r/kbae. 13. p.tmt6<; =: /unpbt; (gramm.). 14. f-=.v in middle of a word (f is. 
also preserved in B.). 15. fa :=<!«». Corinna Sta-. 16. Absence of v h.$iAK._ 
in the prose inscriptions. 

B. The following are the chief peculiarities of the dialect of Boeotia, and 
not found either in Thessaly or in Lesbos. (Many later peculiarities are here 
included.) 

I. a for e in iapbg, Thessal. lepbv, Aeol. Zpoc < Upo$ or *7<jpo$. 2. 1 for « 
throughout. 3. Accus. pi. o decl. in -uf, Aeol. -o<f, Thessal. -og. 4. u from, 
compens. length. This transformation of ov( occurred after the separation of 
the three dialects. 5. ov for v, iw after a, v and dentals. 6. ov for in Aiovoko- 
pliav. 7. ol is written oe, u, «. 8. /? for at. 9. y for /? in npuryeleg. 10. rr for 
crcr. II. tt from or. 12. dffo, Thessal., Lesbian dire. 13. /?<wd for ;-»»/. ywoi/j 

> This word is one of the few examples in which the relationship of Boeotian and Aeolic is 
proven without the concurrence of Thessalian. 



424 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PHILOLOGY. 

is, however, also Boeot. 14. elfiev=: e/ifiev. 15. Inflection de/iai ; Lesb., Thess. 
tfe/xtoroc. 

C. Divergences between Boeotian and Asiatic-Aeolic : 

I. Prep, av; Aeol., Thessal. bv alone; av is the only form in Boeot. and 
Doric. 2. Tfirrapsq; Aeol. xeoovpes, necvpei;. 3. /c/>droc, also Thessal. ; Aeol. 
/cperoc. 4. m, Aeol. ks ; "AprafiiQ, Aeol. "A[)tsui(. 5. u for 7) throughout. 
The solitary example of ti in Lesbic is iroui/ievoc. 6. ( for u throughout. 7. 
u from compensatory length : /3<j/.d, Aapi/mxe; accus. pi. aovyypdtyuq ; fern. part. 
ftiXuaa. 8. ov for v, wv after ?., v and dentals. 9. oi> for v. 10. oe, u, ei for o(. 
II. 7? for ai. 12. « before vowels rr «, «. 13. Gen. pi. -dov , Lesb. -av. 14. ee 
— Boeot. «, Lesb. n- 15- "ai 4- £ — Boeot. 7?, Lesb. a seldom i]. 16. Aeolic 
ipiTtwcif is not found in Boeot. 17. Aeolic (fapvTovrjois. 18. Aeolic atf, Boeot. 
S, <M rr f ; cf. the Elean £, which is Doric, not Aeolic. 19. lac for ff . 20. u 
verbs inf. : Boeot. -fiev, Lesb. -ijv, -ev. 21. due, dc for Aeol. ewe. The latter has 
been attributed to Ionic influence. 22. Imperative -v6a, Lesbic -vtu. The 
Boeotian form is, of course, a later development. 23. Boeot. irevre, Aeol. 
ns/iire. 24. Absence of tji'Oiuaic. 

D. The dialect of Boeotia differs from that of Thessaly herein. (Many 
later peculiarities of B. are here included.) 

I. iapdg B., kpoc Thess., with the exception of C.' 2 400, 25 Crannon. 2. av, 
Thess. bv. 3. Thessal. change to £ in 61I, FcKe6a/j.o( ; Boeot. a. 4. B. crrpordf 
and crpardc, Thess. arpardc. 5. Boeot. cj, Thess. ov. 6. ei in Boeot. ~ 1, Thess. 
u. 7. ai in Boeot. rr y, Thess. ai or ei in the ending -rei. 8. v in Boeot. rr ov, 
lov, Thess. v. 9. ot rr Boeot. oe, v, ei rr Thess. 01. 10. e before vowels rr 
Boeot. e, (, ei rr Thessal. f, (. II. a -j- o rr Boeot. ao, av, a rr Thessal. d. 12. so 
rr Boeot. to rr Thess. eo. 13. 00 rr Boeot. a rr Thess. 00 in -woe. 14. Thess.cc 
between vowels (eoeooflstv) rr Boeot. it. i 5. Thessal. (4 for ^ in apxiSavxva- 
^op«ffuf. 16. Thessal. has no v c<pe?.Kva-iKov. 17. Thess. gemination of nasals 
and liquids. 1 8. <»»f , ovf rr Boeot. df , wc rr Thess. dc, oc. 1 9. f rr Boeot. 6, 66 
rr Thess. f, itct. 20. off rr Boeot. rr — Thess. to", ferraAdc, ritrSa/ldc. 2t. /c for 
t in Thess. /a'c. 22. Gen. sing. -0 decl. rr Boeot. a, Thessal. 01. 23. Boeot. 
Tiadru rr Thess. nsiadrov. 24. Boeot. kg rr Thess. id. 

III. — Points of Similarity between the Dialects 
of Thessaly, Boeotia and Lesbos. 

I. £ for a in Bepao^. 2. Formation of patronymics. 3. Pronunciation of v 
(probably). 4. Termination of the perf. act. part. (-av). 5. Participle of the 
substantive verb eav. 6. Termination -eaai in consonantal declension. 7. f 
in middle of a word rr v. 8. Absence of v e<j>e?M. in the non-Kuivrj prose in- 
scriptions. 

From this summary it is clear that the dialect of Boeotia occu- 
pies an intermediate position between that of Thessaly and that of 
Lesbos, is nearer akin to that of Thessaly, and that the dialect of 
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Thessaly has a distinctively Aeolic coloring. 1 Aside from those 
special evolutions in vocalization to which the Boeotian dialect 
first gave graphical expression, and the Aeolisms of Boeotian 
speech, there is a remainder of Dorisms the explanation of which 
has offered no inconsiderable difficulty to the dialectologist. 2 

That the inhabitants of Boeotia and Thessaly were of the 
Aeolic race is proved by the close similarity of their dialects, and 
by the indisputable belief of the ancients that the Boeotians were 
of kindred race with the Aeolians. Boeotians joined the Krlaavrts 
AioXels expelled by the Dorians, in the emigration to Aeolis, Lesbos 
and Tenedos, a union of emigres scarcely possible had there 
existed no ties of consanguinity between them. 

Two great tribes occupied Greece north of the Corinthian Gulf 
— the Aeolic in the east, the Doric chiefly in the west and centre, 5 
the Dores themselves being referred to North Thessaly. From 
that western element came the Peloponnesian Doric as an offshoot,* 
now expelling the idiom of the original settlers, now absorbing its 
forms, which stand out as isolated landmarks of a bygone age 
{e. g. nooi'Sam in Sparta, the only example of the 01 ablaut in this 
name). Though the Locrian dialect offers certain peculiarities, 
reappearing in Elean, it can nevertheless be adjudged to be a 
descendant of North-Doric speech. 

Whether a dialectical separation between Peloponnesian and 
North-Greek Dorians took place at the time of the return of the 
Heraclidae, or whether they continued to use one and the same 
speech, is a question admitting merely a tentative solution, though 
the latter seems the more probable assumption, since there exist in 
North Doric a few remnants which are parallel to Peloponnesian 
Doric (gen. in -<a and -as). 

1 This is not the place to enter upon a discussion of Collitz's assertion : die 
thessalische Mundart bildet . . . die Uebergangsstufe vom bootischen zum lesbischen, 
vom lesbischen zum kyprisch-arkadischen und vom kyprisch-arkadischen zum 
bootischen Dialekte. 

2 Wilamowitz-Mollendorf regards the Boeotian idiom as a mixture of 
Achaean and Aeolic elements. Of the exact nature of the former we know 
too little to permit us to treat it as a basis of argumentation. When Aeolic 
and Doric agree it is difficult to determine to which the phenomenon in 
question is to be referred, e. g. Boeot. gen. in -u. 

8 The authority of Herodotus should not be invoked to militate against this 
assertion, since it rests solely on the supposition of the Ionic historian that the 
Dorians alone were originally pure Hellenes. From this Trpurov ipeviot; he 
concludes that the Dorians lived in Phthiotis, the seat of Hellen. 

4 The consensus of historical investigation now relegates the wanderings of 
the Dorians to a period anterior to the irruption of the Boeotians. 
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While the similarity between Thessalian and Boeotian was 
rendered more apparent by the dialectological ippaiov of the 
inscription from Larissa, their points of difference still await a 
final explanation. Upon the solution of the problem whether the 
original inhabitants of Boeotia were of Aeolic or of Doric blood 
depends the exact position of its dialect in its relation not only to 
that of Thessaly, but also to that of Western and Central Greece. We 
enter here upon a tortuous path, which is illuminated solely by the 
occasional rays of light cast by ancient literature. 

It has been asserted by many, and, for example, by Merzdorf, 
that there existed an Aeolo-Doric period. This favorite assump- 
tion rests upon a probability that is purely specious, and has 
flourished upon the sterile soil of reverence for Strabo from the 
time of Salmasius to the present day. Its correctness has never 
been demonstrated by a detailed investigation, nor is it easily 
supportable by any more cogent argument than that in a both 
Aeolic and Doric have preserved a common inheritance, and that 
they retained f with greater tenacity than the Ionians. But these 
considerations, together with some other minor points of agree- 
ment, by no means prove the existence of an Aeolo-Doric unity in 
any determinable prehistoric period, much less elevate such a 
unity to that degree of certainty sufficient to serve as a basis for 
exact dialectological investigation. Though Merzdorf accepts 
this unity as an incontrovertible fact, he fails to show that the 
Boeotian dialect, with its mixture of Aeolic and Doric forms, stands 
in direct succession to this primitive Aeolo-Doric period. 1 

If, then, this contingent of Aeolic and Doric forms cannot be 
demonstrated to be an heirloom of an Aeolo-Doric period, it is 
necessary to take refuge in the theory of dialect intermixture 
through the agency of the influence of one race upon another. 

The opinion has prevailed in many quarters that the inhabitants 
of Boeotia were originally Doric, and that they were Aeolized 
at the time of the irruption of the " Boeotians " from Arne in 
Thessaly, whence they were driven by the Thesprotians under 

'Merzdorf finds four characteristic marks of the Aeolo-Doric period: l. 
The treatment of -cons -pa verbs. 2. kv for e«c. 3. nip for nepl. 4. Dat. plur. 
in -caai. The incorrectness of all these assumptions will be shown later on, 
when we come to a discussion of the intermixture of dialects in Central 
North Greece. Merzdorf assumes that in the Aeolo-Doric period the Dorians, 
who remained in North Greece, were more closely connected with the Aeolians 
than the Peloponnesian Dorians, i. e. that the North-Doric dialect is one of 
the bridges which lead from the AioAi'c to the Aapl(. 
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Thessalus. Thucydides (I 12) says that, sixty years after the fall 
of Troy, the Boeotians, having been expelled by the Thessalians, 
took possession of the land, which was now called Boeotia, but 
which before had been called Cadmei's, wherein there had previ- 
ously dwelt a section of their race, which had contributed their 
contingent to the Trojan war. The latter statement is evidently 
a makeshift to bring his account into harmony with Homer, 
who recognizes the Boeotians as inhabitants of Boeotia. The 
account of Pausanias varies from that of Thucydides in that 
he relegates the immigration of the Boeotians to a period ante- 
rior to the Trojan war, and Ephorus states that the invading force 
was composed of the Boeotians from Arne, and of Cadmeans 
who had been expelled from Boeotia by the Thracians and 
Pelasgians. The theory of Thucydides that the Boeotians in their 
ingression from Thessaly into Boeotia were returning to their 
ancestral dwelling-place is evidently an invention, coined in the 
workshop of fiction, and failing to show that the Boeotians were of 
Aeolic stock. A similar inversion of historical fact is seen in the 
legend that the Aetolians " returned " to Elis at the time of the 
return of the Heraclidae. The atmosphere which Greek histo- 
rians breathed was surcharged with " returns " of expatriated 
tribes. 

Though tradition is adduced pointing to an invading force of 
Aeolic blood, and though it has been assumed that this force was 
successful in subduing a Doric race in Boeotia, traces of whose 
language worked their way into the speech of the conquerors, it 
cannot be said that these suppositions have either been made con- 
vincing or even possible. According to Brand, the latest writer on 
the subject, all those Dorisms which appear in the Boeotian dialect 
are either survivals of the Doric speech of the conquered inhabi- 
tants, or are importations from the neighboring communities to the 
west. Whatever may be said of the plausibility of the latter 
assertion, which will not be overlooked later on, the grotesque 
ingenuousness of his argument that, because in all the cantons of 
Northern Greece, except that of Thessaly, at the time of Alexander 
the Great, there obtained a dialect which presents the same general 
Doric characteristics, therefore such must have been the case in 
prehistoric times, needs no refutation. 1 Inasmuch as all previous 

1 The substructure of Brand's theory of a pan-Aeolic dialect is constructed 
of the flimsy materials of gratuitous assumption and a marvellous readiness to 
take refuge in that most pliable of arguments — the argumentum ex silentio. 
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treatises on the dialect of Boeotia have failed to investigate the 
source of its dialect-mixture, an examination of this problem may 
not be without value. 

Upon the arrival of the expatriated Arneans in Boeotia, they 
found there a mixed population, of which the Cadmeans and the 
Minyae certainly formed a portion. (The Thebans are said to have 

taken possession of their land — a-vfiixUrovs dvBpmirovs i^ekaa-avrts.') 

Busolt denies that the Cadmeans were of Phoenician origin, though 
it is impossible to tell with any certainty to what race they belonged. 
It is, however, probable that upon their expulsion they settled in 
Claros, Laconia, in Melos and in Thera. Tradition informs us that 
Erchomenos, the city of the Minyae, of which Athamas, the son of 
Aeolos, was king, was connected with Iolcos ' in Thessaly, an 
Aeolic city, called an arroiKia of the Minyae. If we remember that 
the seats of the Minyae were originally on the Pagasaean Gulf, and 
that they emigrated thence to the Copaic valley, we cannot fail to 
see that Boeotia and Thessaly were originally united into one 
territorial district. 2 

Athamas was worshipped as a hero at Alos in Achaea Phthiotis, 
having a chapel connected with the temple of Zeus Laphystios.* 
Here human sacrifice had been permitted — an importation from 
Boeotia, where it had been introduced by Phoenicians. In Boeotia 
and in Phthiotis was an 'ASa/idvriov ■n-eSlov. Near the Boeotian 
Coroneia was a temple dedicated to the Itonian Athena ; a similar 
temple near a town called Itonus existed in Thessaly ; cf. Grote, 
Chap. XVIII. The architectural remains of the Minyae at Ercho- 
menos are testimonials of Aeolic genius contemporaneous with 
those at Mycenae. The Achaeans were an AIoKikov i8vos ; and the 
Dorians did not develop at this remote period any architectonic 
greatn ess. 

When the new-comers from Thessaly took possession of Boeotia, 
the Minyae fled to Lemnos, Phocaea and Teos, and thence to 
Triphylia in Elis. 4 Pelias of Iolcos, and Neleus of Pylos, which 
was identified with the Triphylian Pylos, were brothers (X 254). 
Busolt (Griech. Geschichte, I 95) finds it difficult to explain the 
origin of the settlement of the Minyae in Triphylia, and character- 
izes the Elean dialect as " related to the Arcadian." The Arcadians, 

'Jason, leader of the Argonauts from Iolcos, was one of the Minyae. 

2 See Curtius, Hist. Greece, American reprint, I 100. 

3 In Boeotia Zeus Laphystios had a temple near Erchomenos. 

4 Hdt. IV 145—49. ftOT<i/ibs Mtvvqw(, A 722. 
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it is true, are said by Strabo to have been the earliest inhabitants 
of Triphylia. But, if the Minyae were of Aeolic stock, 1 as is sup- 
posed by Fick (Ilias, p. 568), their settlement in Elis would explain 
that mixture of Aeolic and North Doric which is one of the chief 
peculiarities of the Elean patois. 

Aetolians settled in Elis, under the leadership of Oxylus, at the 
time of the return of the Heraclidae. If these Aetolians brought 
with them a dialect not dissimilar to that of Locris, we understand 
why the Eleans displayed such a fondness for S before p, as in 
fdpyov, Trap ; for a as in fparpa and irarap, phonetic aberrations found 
chiefly in Locris as regards a, and in Locris alone as regards the 
a. Furthermore, we then comprehend such unmistakable traces 
of North Doric influence as the dative-locative in -01 in the o decl., 
-ok dat. pi. cons, decl., or for o-6, and perhaps -es accus. pi. (Delphic 
and Achaean). The Dorisms which are the common property of 
all Doric dialects, and which recur in this dialect, may be ascribed 
to the same source, e. g. t for 0-, a> by comp. length, wort, toko, ntvre- 
Kdnoi, infin. in -pev, though the possibility of the influence of Pelo- 
ponnesian Doric is not thereby excluded. Strabo testifies to the 
admission of Doric elements into the Elean dialect, saying Sa-ot fUv oZv 

tjaaov tois Aapievo-iv e7rc7r\tKopro KaOdrrcp avve^jj tois tc 'A/jkuo-i Ka\ tois 

HWoir, oJtoi AloXttrri SieAe'^i/irav. If the Minyae who settled in Tri- 
phylia (Hdt, IV 148) were Aeolic originally (and we need not assume 
that they had been Aeolized at Lemnos), their phonetic contingent 
was Aeolic, and we perceive whence came the Aeolic stratum in 
that remarkable combination of dialectical phenomena known as 
the Elean dialect. I refer to the f iXao-is (tmapov), to the accus. pi. of 
the i and decl. in -ais and -ok (e. g. rmp, rolp, rhotacism being a later 
development), to the treatment of -eo> verbs as -/u verbs in KadaXy- 
P-evos, though it must be conceded that this too is a peculiarity of 
the Locrian dialect. This theory of the origin of the intermixture 
of dialects in Elis (first suggested by Fick), though new, and per- 
haps destined to excite the hostility of surprise, cannot be dis- 
missed without an examination of all the arguments that make for 
this conclusion. 2 

1 The Asiatic Aeolians were then composed of two contingents: (1) The 
expelled Thessalians and Minyae, who joined the (2) Peloponnesian Aeolians, 
who reached their destination via Boeotia. The argument that the Minyae were 
Ionians who brought in (instead of e? cum genet.), tic, etc., to the Aeolic dialect, 
is a mere supposition. Duncker (V 5 24), it is true, regards as Ionians those 
expelled by the Arneans. 

2 Blass lays weight upon the fact that Pisatis was connected with Arcadia 
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This digression was necessitated by my desire to develop and 
confirm the supposition that, of the original inhabitants of Boeotia, 
the Minyae at least were of Aeolic stock. 1 The name of the inhabit- 
ants of the land drained by the Cephissus was in historical times 
inter alia Alokels Bouoroi. Now, the peculiarity of this denomina- 
tion of a people which formed later on a federal unity, leads to the 
not unplausible supposition that herein we have a designation of 
two tribal entities — the Aeolians and the Boeotians ; otherwise, it 
would be difficult to explain a compound name of this character 
not easily paralleled in the domain of Greek ethnography or else- 
where in Greek, but occurring in at least one cognate language. 
If in reality the tribe called Bonaroi was a part of that body of 
Dorian Greeks who, as pioneers of a Dorian civilization, left their 
western home to seek a new habitation in the east, the possibility 
of a solution of the problem of dialect-mixture in Boeotia becomes 
at once apparent. The Boeotians left Arne in Thessaly either 
before or after the Trojan war — our authorities varying between 
the one date and the other — but that they were necessarily Aeolians 
is far from being proved by the sporadic testimony of tradition. 
Pausanias, X 8, 4, couches his opinion in positive language : 

Qear<ra\Lav yap Ka\ ovroi (ol Botwroi) ra ap\ai6repa Qurjaav Ka\ AioXeij ttju- 

Kavra enaXovvro, but we have no warrant for the credibility of his 
source of information. Thucydides doubtless believed them to be 
Aeolians, since they were "returning" to Boeotia, which was an 
Aeolic country in his opinion. A dispossessed Aeolic people 
would naturally take refuge with a kindred race, but their arrival 
is signalized not by a fraternal welcome, but by the expulsion of 
the Minyae, once the most powerful tribe of North Greece. If it be 
granted that the Arneans were Aeolians — and we must confess that 
the balance of probability according to tradition inclines to this 
view — we are driven to the conclusion that at this turbulent period, 
when the Dores themselves were compelled to vacate their settle- 
ments, a body of Dorians must have forced their way across the 
confines of Boeotia and become amalgamated with the remnant of 

before its conquest by the Eleans in the fifth century. But from Arcadia the 
Elean dialect could have derived but few Aeolic ingredients. The general 
features of the Arcadian dialect are widely different from those of Elis ; — 
thus — v for in a-nrv, aMv ; ecc for f J ; Iv for iv ; ixic, for irpof ; termination -vn, 
accus. pi. -roc, el, av, fjvai, -Fevat, change of r to a. 

1 Nev/iaT-MQ (Teijuarroc) Bt'Xooi, llevdtv; have been regarded as survivals of 
the original Aeolic, a proof of the long life of proper names, even under the 
adverse conditions of the supremacy of an alien tribe. 
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the original Aeolic population. Whence these Dorians came we 
know not, if they be not in reality the Arneans.' Doubtless they 
were Dorians who had crossed the Pindus — such ultramontane 
Doric tribes are not without parallel — and, forced by the later 
incursions of the Thesprotians under Thessalus, pressed south- 
ward to seek a new abode in Boeotia. 2 Or, perhaps, from the 
Dores who, on their expulsion from Thessaly, settled in Doris, may 
have come an offshoot, which forced its way into Boeotia. We 
must be content with a non liquet in the investigation of such an 
elusive problem, and rest satisfied with the results attained — that 
Boeotia was originally an Aeolic land, and that it was partially 
Dorized at an early period of its history. The possibility of 
Doric accretions from the west at a later period is not thereby 
excluded, though an examination of the dialect of the neighboring 
cantons justifies the conclusion that the Boeotians were more 
liberal in infusing peculiarities of their idiom into adjacent regions 
than ready to receive foreign loan-forms. 

In Thessaly, as frequently where alien races come into contact, 
the speech of the conquerors yielded to that of the conquered. 
That the invaders were Dorians is clear from many considerations, 
one of which has heretofore been overlooked. The leader of the 
Thesprotians was Thessalus, grandson of Hercules ; the leaders of 
the Dorians who overran the Achaean Sparta were the sons of 
Aristodemus, grandson of the same hero. In both Thessaly and 
Sparta the subdued inhabitants occupied a similar position, the 
Achaeans and Magnetes in the north being reduced to a condition 
parallel to that of the n-epiWoi, while the ittviarcu. were subjected to 
the fate of the Helots. Thessaly was divided into four, Laconia 
into six divisions. It need not excite our surprise that the tenacity 
of the Aeolic of the overpowered Thessalians was so vigorous as 

1 Too much stress should, perhaps, not be laid on kinship between tribes. 
It is, therefore, impossible to show that the Arneans were not Dorians, from 
the fact that they compelled Locrians and the Abantes of Abae in Phocis to 
leave their homes. That the Aegidae of Thebes took part in the return of the 
Heraclidae does not prove the original inhabitants of Boeotia to have been 
Dorians. 

s Such tribes must have crossed the ridges of the Pindus at a period ante- 
dating the inroad of the Thesprotians, since Achilles calls upon the Zeus of 
the Epirotic Dodona as the ancestral divinity of his house. Had these 
Epirotes, it may be remarked, been barbarians, as a later age assumed, the 
preeminent position of Dodona and of the Achelous would be unexplainable. 

3 " When Aio/Uc became Thessaly its real national history was at an end " — 
Curtius. 
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to supplant the dialect of the conquerors. The western Greeks, 
though of genuine Hellenic stock, were an uncultivated people, the 
Aeolians of Thessaly a people destined, together with the Achaeans, 
to be the nurse of the noblest development of Hellenic poetry. 
Hence the fact that we find so few Dorisms in Thessaly ; e.g. mm, 
Kparos (Lesbian Kphos), -^rcHpigapwas, etc., 1 whereas in the land of the 
crassi Boeoli, a people enkindled by no great love of the humaner 
arts — for Pindar was really extra fiammantia moenia mundi — less 
resistance was offered to the speech of the invading Dorians. 
Thus we find such surviving Aeolisms 2 as inf. in -p.ev, patronymics 
in -tor , dat. in -eo-o-i mixed with Dorisms ; e.g. a for e in lapos (Thess. 
Upos, Lesbic 'pot); the accus. pi. in as, ei<^i), by comp. length; awo 
for and, up.™ for e/^ev, av for ov Thess., Lesb. ; Ka, the change of 
to to 10 (?), inflection of fleets (ft'/im), roi, ral, absence of assimilation, 
reflexive avrbs <ivtS>v, daavrv, fut. in -£<», aorist in -£a from -f<» verbs. 
Other non-Doric peculiarities of Boeotian speech which find no 
parallel either in Thessaly or in Lesbos are either individual 
developments of the dialect or importations from elsewhere ; e. g. 
tt from Attica or Euboea, as we may assume that the o-o- on the 
most ancient Boeotian inscriptions (KvirapWoi Ai/3<W<u) is antece- 
dent to the tt of the later monuments. 

Turning from the eastern to the western portion of North 
Hellas, we enter upon a field that has heretofore not been system- 
atically explored by the dialectologist. The present investigation 
of the vowel and consonantal systems of the dialect of Epirus, 
Acarnania, Aetolia, Phthiotis, and of the dialect of the Aenianes, 
is the first that attempts to bring together all the phenomena 
illustrative of the dialect of this extensive region. Before proceed- 
ing to a summary of the chief features of this patois, it may be 
instructive to pass in review some matters of ethnographic and 
historical importance that will cast light upon this obscure corner 
of Greek dialectology. 

Epirus. The Greeks held that Hellas proper ended at Ambra- 
cia, and that therefore the Epirotic tribes were non-Hellenic. 
Though Thuc. (II 81) expressly states that the Chaones were 

l l regard the use of iv for eic as originally Hellenic, and not confined to the 
Doric of North Greece. Some portion of the Dorisms of Thessaly may, of 
course, be held to be later accessions. The inscriptions of Pharsalia in Thes- 
saliotis are completely Aetolian in character. 

5 It is improbable that any of these Aeolisms should have been importations 
from Thessaly. 
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barbarians, modern investigation has determined that of the 
northern tribes some were wholly barbarous, while the southern 
tribes at least were Hellenized. If, however, the Thesprotians 
under Thessalus, presumably in the eleventh century, were the 
source of the admixture of Doric elements in the Aeolic of Thes- 
saly, and perhaps of Boeotia, we cannot doubt but that the 
Epiroteswere on a footingof ethnic equality with the other Hellenes, 
nor refuse to allot them a place among the sections of that Doric 
race which afterwards was split into a northern and a southern 
division. In history the Epirotes play no part till the rise of the 
Molossi under Pyrrhus ; and in 168 B. C. they were subdued by 
the Romans. 

Acarnania. The earliest inhabitants were Leleges and Curetes, 
the former of whom had originally their habitations in Caria. 
Tradition points to early settlements under Cypselus from Corinth, 
and Blass has declared that the Acarnanian dialect is nothing more 
than an imported Corinthian, a declaration which he has unfortu- 
nately not yet proved. The Acarnanians were at all times the 
bitter opponents of the Aetolians, serving as auxiliaries under 
Philip of Macedon after 220, to which fact they owed their fall 
in 197. 

Aetolia. Curetes, Leleges and Hyantes are stated to have been 
the original settlers of Aetolia. At the period of the tribal revo- 
lutions Aeolians from Thessaly forced their way in to settle near 
Pleuron and Calydon, and Epirotes came from the northwest to 
augment the number of immigrants. The Aetolians were the early 
settlers of Elis under Oxylus, though tradition fixed the original 
seat of the Aetolians in Elis ('HXeiav npoyoviKJjv). Thucydides, 
III 94, makes the uncanny statement in reference to the Aetolians, 

ayvaxFTaTot 8e ykaxr&av flat Kal wfMXpdyoi, coy \eyovrai. If this asser- 
tion be true, which is doubtful on account of the qualification, it 
can readily be referred to the inhabitants of Aetolia enUrtyros. The 
eastern Greeks evidently had a fragmentary knowledge of their 
western brethren, whom they characterized as semi- barbarians 
because they failed to keep pace with themselves in the race for 
intellectual development. If we may trust the evidence of the 
inscriptions (cf. especially Coll. 1413), which flatly contradicts the 
self-asserting superiority of other more favored tribes, there did 
not fail to exist, even in this western canton, some love of sculpture 
and of poetry. The Aetolian league disseminated for almost a 
century its Kanzleistyl over a large part of Greece and the Archi- 
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pelago (Ceos, Teos). In Laconia (Cauer* 30, 32) we find traces 
of Aetolian forms in inscriptions otherwise composed in pure 
Laconian. In Phocis (Delphi was subject to the Aetolians from 
290 to 191), Locris, South Thessaly, are inscriptions varying in no 
important particular from those discovered in Aetolia itself. One 
possibility must, however, not be suppressed — the dialect presented 
in the inscriptions may not be the native dialect of the inhabitants. 
As the Macedonian official language is separated by a chasm from 
the speech of the people, which suffered one of the earliest recorded 
Lautverschiebungen on European soil, so the judicial language of 
the Aetolian league may fail to present to us those delicate 
nuances of vowel and consonantal coloring which are the bone 
and sinew of a genuine " dialect." 

The ever-increasing sway which this Aetolian state-speech exer- 
cised throughout Hellas was a potent factor in the dissolution of 
the ancient cantonal idioms. So complete, indeed, appeared the 
authority of this dialect at the time of Ahrens, that he was misled 
into the assertion that North Doric was merely an extension of 
Aetolian Doric, an assertion proved to be false by the Locrian 
tables, and by the Delphic decrees of manumission.' 

The Aenianes were genuine Hellenes and closely related to the 
Myrmidons and Phthiote Achaeans. Their original habitation is 
supposed to have been Thessaly, though in historical times they 
occupied the valley of the Spercheios, covering in part the territory 
embraced by the ancient Phthia. From 279 to 195 they were 
members of the Aetolian league. 

The inscriptions from the southernmost Thessalian quarter, 
Phthiotis, bear such unmistakable traces of North-Doric influence 
that the opinion of Fick, who has collected and commented upon 
them in Coll. II 1439-1473, cannot be upheld, though supported 
by the authority of Kirchhoff (Alphabet 3 138), and Meister (Dia- 
lecte, I 289). These scholars all hold that the inscriptions afford a 
true picture of the Phthiote dialect. The inconsistency of Fick's 
opinion is manifest when we remember that he assumed the Doric 
dialect of the invaders from Epirus to have succumbed to that of 
the subjected Aeolians in North Thessaly. Here, however, in 
Phthiotis, where the pulse of Aeolic life must have beaten with the 
greatest vigor, where dwelt the Phthiote Achaeans, close to Phthia, 
the home of the Myrmidons and of Achilles, who was undoubt- 

1 There is no foundation for Giese's statement that the language of Aetolia 
was Aeolic. 
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edly an Aeolian of the Aeolians — here we are asked to accept a 
complete submerging of the Aeolic dialect and its replacement by 
a foreign speech. On the contrary, I hold that we have to maintain 
that the linguistic peculiarities presented by the inscriptions are the 
record of the political domination of the Aetolians. Despite the 
complete ascendency of the official language of the Aetolians, 
traces of the original native speech may have forced their way 
through, since the patronymic formations in -10s — the surest crite- 
rion of the Aeolic dialect— in Nos. 1453, 1460, 1473 need not be 
explained as importations from any one of the three northern 
provinces of the rerpapxla. Whatever may have been the original 
form of the dialect of Phthiotis, so far as our epigraphical testi- 
mony allows us to judge, its present status is completely North 
Doric. Thus, for example, we find Oeo-o-oXav No. 1444 (183 B. C), 
and Kd/icov No. 1459 (160 B. C), the North-Thessalian forms being 

XlerBakovv and Kdpovu. 

The following table presents the chief characteristics of the 
dialects of Epirus, Acarnania, Aetolia, of the Aenianes and of 
Phthiotis : ' 

I. a for e in lapotyvlaKov Aetol. lepoQ is also Aetolian and Acarnanian. There 
is no trace of 'Apra/u;. 2. iv- <[ ivf in f«wc, etc. zvijuovra Oetaea. 3. 
'Akc/Jmcoc Oetaea. 4. in OeonoXiu Aetol. ; cf. de<mo?Jcj Plato's Leges. 5. 
There is no trace of 1 for e in iaria. 6. v in bvv/ia Aetol., bvofia in all the other 
dialects of this group ; ovo/ia is also Aetolian. 7. a, as in Peloponnesian Doric 
and Aeolic. foapric and 8eo>pog Aetol. HarpoKAlag is a form declined according 
to the analogy of the a decl. 8. Hellenic n is everywhere preserved, with 
the exception of eynTaoiv, Epirus, and (probably) elpdva, found in all these 
dialects. The ingression of 1/ from the Koivi/ is comparatively rare. 9. The 
genuine diphthong a appears as £ in iuonidrjQ (Epirus), AioTrsi[6eoc'] Acarn.; 
idv has the form ridv (Epirus). Xloaeidaui is the South-Thessalian form. 10. 
Spurious ei and not spurious t) is the result of compensatory lengthening of e 
before vg, evF is reduced to ev. 11. Spurious ov from off; opF—op except 
in Aupipaxog Acarn. Aetol. 12. -at is either (1) preserved, or (2) reduced to 
-6» or -ot (or 01 may be regarded as the loc). 13. vi has frequently lost the 
iota adscriptum. 14. Contraction of vowels: sa uncontracted or contracted to 
>l ; ee contracted to et • ei] contracted to rj in -Kkvq\ so uncontracted or con- 
tracted to ov, ev- ao uncontracted or contracted to «; aa uncontracted or 
contracted to a ; 00 uncontracted or contracted to ov, a in 'A/iwrrwc; ae uncon- 
tracted; oe contracted to ov ; ao contracted to « ; fu uncontracted. 15. fin 
but two examples, feldvc, farrida; (both Epirotic). 2 16. v for vv (?) in ht/novra 

' I have included in this table certain Oetaean forms of interest. We possess, 
unfortunately, no inscriptions from Doris, the metropolis of the Laconians and 
Messenians. 

2 Meister, I, p. 106, quotes as Acarn. the form foiviaScu., which does not occur in the in- 
scriptions. 



436 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PHILOLOGY. 

Oetaean. Kopvonp — napvoip Oet. Strabo XIII I, 64. 17. f for a once. 18. 
Declension : (1) a decl. gen. sing. -5f , -a ; gen. pi. -6j\ (2) decl. gen. sing. 
-ov ; dat. sing. -«(, -01, -a • accus. pi. -ovg. (3) -£f decl. gen. sing. -eoc , -oc once ; 
-otic in 2w/cpdrot>c Aetol., -con? in Nocpo/cpaTtouc Phth. ; dat. sing. -« ; accus. 
sing, -co, -7. (4) -£i)f decl. gen. -eos (-ewe late) ; dat. a, Aii and At ; accus. -m, 
-n ; gen. pi. -iaiv. (5) -(f decl. gen. sing, -toe ; dat. sing. -I, u ; nom. pi. -<£C. 
(6) -u decl. gen. -fje and ov(. 19. -o<c occurs in the consonantal decl. ; there is 
no trace of -eacu 20. Pronouns : rtVoic, avToaavTov ; cf. Boeot. turcp avrof 
nirrC). 21. Verbals : -i/n, -ovtc, -uvti • f in aor. of -fu verbs ; -eu verbs do not 
generally contract -eo ; inf. -eiv for -u verbs ; -fizv for fa verbs. 22. Preposi- 
tions : av, Trap, jroTt, tv accus. and dat. 23. Adverbs, etc.: si, xd, y^v once 
(Epir.) ; Kn86( is very common. 1 

In turning from the rich bloom of the generous dialect-life in the 
Aeolic cantons of the east to the monotonous sterility of the 
North Doric of the west, we enter upon a period of the devel- 
opment of Hellenic morphology in which the life-blood of the 
cantonal speech has been drained dry, in which the epichoristic 
idiom has suffered a disintegration which is equivalent to absorp- 
tion into the lingua franca of Dorism. None of the western 
cantons resisted the encroachment of the koiw) as long as did those 
of Central Greece, or equalled the tenacity with which the Laconian 
and Messenian dialects maintained their cantonal individuality. 

Of greater vitality, and therefore of greater moment to the 
dialectologist, are those phenomena of speech contained in the 
interlying dialects of Locris and Phocis (especially Delphi), dialects 
which occupy no unimportant place in an investigation of the prob- 
lem of Greek dialect-mixture. These dialects in their oldest stage 
possess almost as strong a local coloring as the patois of Boeotia. 
The Delphic SiaW™*-, while not so strongly marked in its earliest 
epigraphical monuments as that of Locris, preserves a good part 
of its individuality till the birth of Christ ; but the Locrian patois 
was soon merged into that North Doric which is spread throughout 
all the regions of the west. 

The Locrian dialect is represented by two strata of phenomena : 
(1) An older stratum found in the inscription relating to the settle- 
ment of the Opuntians at Naupactus among the Ozolian Locrians 

1 The inscriptions all date from a late period. The two oldest of those of Epirus may be 
placed between 342 and 326, another between 272 and 260 ; the rest are all without precise date, 
though undoubtedly of late origin. The oldest Acarnanian inscription dates shortly after 200, 
the oldest Aetolian between 240 and 189, while the majority are of the second century. An 
Aenianian inscription, No. 1429, must have been written shortly after the death of Alexander 
the Great in 323, No. 1430 is anterior to 279, others are of the second century. None of the 
Phthiotic monuments antedate the period when Phthiotis was incorporated in the Aetolian 
league (279-193) ; others belong to the period of the later Thessalian league (193-146). Most of 
the inscriptions in this dialect are to be dated before 150 B. C. 
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(Coll. 1478), dating from the first half of the fifth century, and in 
the inscription containing a fragment of the treaty between Chal- 
eion and Oeanthea, placed by Kirchhoff at the beginning of the 
Peloponnesian war ; (2) All the later inscriptions. The two docu- 
ments of the first class, together with the Pov<rTpo<pr)86v inscription 
discovered at Crissa (Cauer 2 202), and dating at least from the 
fifth century, are (aside from the great Larissaean inscription) the 
most important epigraphical monuments of Northern Greece, and 
of incalculable value to the dialectologist, inasmuch as they contain 
traces of the oldest phase of Northern Doric found nowhere else. 
The chief features of the older strata of forms are as follows : 

1. The manifest fondness for a for £ before />, which we noticed as being a 
chief peculiarity of the Olympian inscriptions ; e. g. a/tapa, femrapiog, narapa. 
2. Contractions : a + t = j/ ; « -|" o =: a ; a + w — a, a; e-\- e — ei; o-{-o — o>; 
-{- c — u ; £ -f- 0, f-j-^do not suffer contraction, and £ -f- a in neut. pi. -£f 
stems (nom. -of) is uncontracted. 3. The frequency of the use of 9 and F 
(fori, Ftnaarog). 4. or for ofi, found also in Thessaly, Boeotia and Elis ; e. g. 
apteral, eliara, xpyarai. 5. The position of the dialect between the ipilurai 
and the daowTinoi; e.g.b,a,ol, iidap- ayuv. 6. o decl. has gen. sing, in -«, 
accus. pi. in -ovf (traces of this in Delphic are very problematical). 7. «, 01; 
not v, <•> from compensatory lengthening. 8. The flexion of the -£« verbs as 
-fu verbs in ivKa?.eifievo(. 9. f in the fut. and aorist of -fw verbs. 10. Preposi- 
tions : iv for £if ; to, tto'i ; xi-p ; s — eic. n. Dat. pi. consonantal decl. in -o<f ; 
e. g. fi£iovoi<;, XaAeieoic 

The later stratum of forms presents the general Doric character 
of the western group, all the remarkable peculiarities of the 
older stratum having disappeared. 1 Contraction of vowels is more 
frequent, P ceases to appear, there is no a for e before p. In this 
later development of the dialect there is one essential difference 
between the dialect of Opuntian and that of Ozolian Locris : the 
former alone has -«t<ti in the dative plural of consonantal stems 
(xpr)(iaT«r<n, about 200 B. C). This characteristic mark of the 
Aeolic dialect is found from Mount Olympus throughout Boeotia, 
Opuntian Locris and Delphi, but is unable to force its way across 
the boundary into the territory of Ozolian Locris. 

A survey of the dialect of Phocis, including that of Delphi, 
which contains some few peculiarities of its own, will complete our 
review of the speech of Northern Hellas. The oldest monuments 
of the Phocian dialect are inscription No. 1537 (Crissa), which 
Kirchhoff assigns to the sixth century as the earliest possible date, 

1 The inscriptions of the Ozolian Locris contain the same dialectic features 
as those of Opuntian or Hypocnemedian Locris. 



43^ AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PHILOLOGY. 

and No. 1531 (Elatea), which must be of considerable antiquity, 
as it has the labial spirant in favaxaai. Of the Delphic dialect the 
oldest monuments are Cauer 2 203, which contains the form £«'£, 
and No. 204, 380 B. C. As the manumission decrees of Delphi 
present more peculiarities than the inscriptions of the rest of Phocis, 
I give here a summary of the dialect of the former, noticing when 
the Phocian monuments register actual differences : 

1. a in k6; there are but few cases of av, these occurring after the birth of Christ, 
al in the oracle Hdt. IV 157 and C. 2 204 ; all later inscriptions have el. lapoq 
and iepof in the oldest Delphic inscription. 'Apra/itroc, dianaTmc. 2. e. adj. 
termination in -eoc, which is contracted about 200. 'AirMalog ; cf. Loc. 
'AiroMov ; e for is Delphic alone in efiSepiimrvra, b6el6\ (also Megarian), 
Treferpov. -so for -ckj in avKiu, eniTipia. 3. o ; reropec to the third century 
B. C. trot in Roirpoirioc. 4. u; ovvfia, IvSvc. 5. o; ar, though euf is more com- 
mon ; 6eapo- and Beapo- ; evuraai;. 6. 17, from e + y ; in ZamKp&Tija, lepr/ia, etc. 
7. « ; arf uraf , TsrpfonovTa. 8. Contractions : e-\- e — ei; a-\-o—ao and « 
(<if); a -\- T) rz. at] ; £ -f- a ;r ea and >7 in neut. pi. of -of nouns (except irea); 
e -\- i] — ri (one example of «?) ", a -\- a — a, u ; i + o-ro, later ev, ov ; e -|- a 
— £w, later <j ; o-)-or:u (in nouns in -<i) and ov. 9. Spiritus asper in ifyiopnelv , 
E<paKeio6a>, ISiog Delphic alone. 10. Spurious ei and ov from comp. length. 11. 
Consonants: oo*e?idf, 6eih>/iai; ir for t in ritfAeic/.taf ; $y0ov. 12. Declen- 
sion : gen. sing, -ov, accus. pi. -off (the forms in and of, in C. 2 204 are 
doubtless mere inaccuracies) ; dat. in -01 (about 30 cases) ; -off and -eaai 
in conson. decl. in Delphic. I find no case of -eaai in the rest of Phocis ; 
-nv stems have gen. -eof. 13. Conjugation : verbs in -wu, ->/w ; -fw and -fa 
from -ft) verbs (-aea fut. is a peculiarity of the older Delphic) ; -ea verbs con- 
jugated according to -fit inflection. Optative in -oiev, -oiv, -oioav. Imperative 
-vtuv in the oldest inscr., later -vtu and -aav. Infin. in -ev, <jiipev, zvoikzv D., 
Phocis -uv or -rjv (ovlrjv, eiriTifi-rjv D.), elpev, aKodopev. Participle : paariyuuv 
avkfjovTec, noielfievoc, xpeifievoc. *4- Prep., etc.: k&, irtp in TzepoSoQ, nol, ev 
cum accus.; el, oif " whither " D. ; Elision is more frequent in D. than in Locrian. 

This presentation of the phenomena of North-Greek speech, 
which affords a complete summary of the prominent features of 
each dialect, has now placed us in a position to gain a wider 
horizon in our estimate of the interrelation of the various dialects 
of this extensive territory. The entire region north of the Pelo- 
ponnesus, with the exception of Attica and Megara, was the seat 
of two great dialects : (1) the Aeolic in the east, found originally 
in Thessaly and in Boeotia, where, through tribal revolutions 
and later dialect mixture, it has become strongly interfused with 
Dorisms, and (2) the North Doric, found in comparative purity, if 
we consider the paucity and late date of the inscriptions, in 
Western Greece, i. e. from the eastern confines of Aetolia to the 
west and northwest. This dialect contains no Aeolisms what- 
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ever. Between the two — the Aeolic of the east and the North 
Doric of the west — lies the Doric of the centre, a Doric essen- 
tially of the same character as that of the west, though from its 
greater antiquity presenting peculiarities not found elsewhere. The 
Doric of the west and the Doric of the centre of North Greece 
presents so many characteristic features which are identical, that it 
can hardly be deemed an assertion devoid of improbability if we 
maintain that no small portion of the Doric peculiarities of the 
Locrian idiom must have been a common heritage of the Dorians 
who remained in North Greece, and that, if we possessed epigraphic 
testimony from Aetolia or Epirus of the sixth or fifth centuries, or 
even such of a later date but of an unofficial type, we should 
discover many of those phenomena which are now held to be the 
distinctive property of Locris or Phocis ; e. g. the Locrian geni- 
tives in -a>. 

The peculiar nature of the North Dorisms, mixed with Aeolisms, 
in the Elean dialect substantiates the above hypothesis ; for, had 
the Aetolians, at the time of their emigration to Elis, used as a 
vehicle of expression no other form of the dialect than that found 
in the inscriptions of their canton, those distinctive North-Greek 
features of Elean could never have been introduced by their agency. 
We may, indeed, conjecture that the official language of the in- 
scriptions — a language reduced to the dead level of a monotonous 
Dorism — does not represent the language of the people, but such 
a conjecture does not militate against the probability of the 
assumption that originally there was but one North Doric, varied 
no doubt here and there by cantonal preferences, but spoken by 
Locrians and Aetolians alike. By this assumption alone can the 
Doric ingredient in the mixture of dialects in Elis be explained. 

There now remains but one problem for our consideration — the 
interrelation of the North-Doric and Aeolic elements in the speech 
of Locris and Phocis. There are three possible solutions to this 
difficult question : (1) The Aeolisms embedded in the Doric of 
Phocis and Locris are loan-formations from the Aeolic of the east 
or northeast, or (2) they are the result of independent generation, 
or (3) they are relics of an Aeolo-Doric period. To the impossi- 
bility of demonstrating the existence. of such a period, and of the 
inadvisability of attributing to it, if demonstrated, any potency 
in the settlement of mooted questions, reference has already 
been made. If, at the time of Homer, or of the return of the 
Heraclidae, Aeolic and Doric were cleft asunder, to what re- 
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moter period shall we then penetrate to discover a unity which 
shall throw a flood of light upon the existence of sporadic 
phenomena at variance with the genius of the dialect in which they 
appear — phenomena that belong to a period at least a thousand 
years after this supposed Aeolo-Doric unity ? Perhaps no argu- 
ment could be better adapted to strengthen Schmidt's "wave- 
theory " than the indefensibility of such assumptions as those of 
Merzdorf and others.' Shall the dialectologist, supported solely 
by the elusive testimony at his command, arrogate to himself the 
right to establish periods in the prehistoric life of Hellas, from 
which even the historian or ethnographer recoils ? If I read aright 
the march of Greek dialectological investigation, one tendency at 
least is apparent : the assumption of an original unity of tribes, 
that later on enjoyed a separate existence, is only then available 
as a sure basis for further speculation when such a unity is 
elevated beyond the possibility of a doubt. 

When a causa efficient for dialect mixture 2 can be found in 
tribal migrations attested by the evidence of antiquity, such 
evidence cannot be neglected. But the assumption of dialect 
mixture, even when we can show no historical testimony to the 
special influence of one tribe upon another, or the assumption of 
independent generation, is invariably preferable to any theory of 
great tribal unities designed to solve all difficulties as a deus ex 
machina. By the " independent generation " of a form in a Greek 
dialect, I understand the genesis of a form which is alien to the 
genius of the dialect in which it appears, and which is controlled 
in the last instance by the forces of analogy. As language con- 
stantly renews her processes, it is possible that the same tendency 
to create a given form may arise independently in different locali- 
ties which stand in no interrelation. Such an analogical forma- 
tion may have arisen, for example, in the dialect of Locris many 
years after a similar formation was called into existence in the 
dialect of Lesbos, and at a time when the forces that caused the 
Lesbian formation had become impotent in Lesbos. 

I assert, then, in opposition to each and every scholar who is of 
the opinion that the Aeolisms of Locris and Phocis are survivals of 
an Aeolo-Doric unity, that neither is the testimony of antiquity 3 nor 

1 Prof. Allen no longer accepts the views adopted by him in Curt. Stud. Ill, 
1870. 

2 The Gortynian inscription offers some remarkable instances of dialect 
mixture ; e. g. the Aeolic £C, icii, nedid, birvi, iMvt. 

3 Strabo regarded the Doric as a part of the Aeolic dialect (rijv 6e bopida 
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is the evidence of Greek dialectology able to establish as valid 
any such unity ; on the contrary, I maintain that all these Aeolisms 
are either loan-formations or are the result of independent genera- 
tion. The delimitation of the extent of dialect mixture is as 
difficult as the delimitation of that of independent generation ; and 
that it is often difficult to. determine whether we shall assign a 
given form to one or to the other of these causes, cannot be held 
to militate against the validity of my position. 

Connection between Boeotia and Phocis or Locris is eo ipso 
probable, and is attested in many ways ; ' 'Epxopevos in a Delphic 
inscription preserves the epichoristic spelling of the later 'Opxopi v6s. 
Hartmann attributes to the Boeotian dialect a vigorous influence 
in coloring the Doric of the west, but as he fails to support his 
assertions by any arguments that savor of cogency, we are not 
loath to characterize as incredible his statement that the datives in 
-ot in Delphic are a loan-formation, since there are about 30 instances 
of -ot, over 1000 in -<ot. It has been assumed that the -oi's repre- 
sent an orthographical error, an assertion as far from the truth 
as that they are Boeotisms. Traces of Boeotian influence have 
been seen in Apvpuis and in evdvs, for Apopteis (cf. Apopevs, Apofuos) 
and «<6or, which is ascribed to the Dorians, Anecd. Ox. II 162, 10. 
But, though the darkening of to v is found in Boeotian (Atovo-- 
KovpiSao, Oiovripv and in Aiv86ra> Ntv/Mi'wor), this phenomenon is not 
exclusively Boeotian, as it is not even chiefly Aeolic. As evdos 
occurs in Delphic, the v of evdvs may have been generated on 
Delphian soil ; and Apvpala, Apvpla, Apvpw are different names of a 
city of Phocis. Apvpievs need, therefore, not contain the base Spo/u. 
nijXfxX/a, W. F. 54, 2, is perhaps a Boeotism for Ti;X«X«i ; cf. Boeot. 

0«XecrrpoTi8aj (but also Tei\e<paveios ) and Lesbic jriJXut = njXoo-e. 

Locrian e'vKaXeipepos, Delphic 7roteipevos, dcpmpdpepos are instances 
of the -fu inflection of -c<» verbs that constantly recurs in the dialects 
of Aeolic coloring. 2 It is improbable that evKaXeipevos should, 
through Boeotian influence, have forced its way into the dialect of 
the Ozolian from that of the Opuntian Locrians, who were settlers 
in Naupactus. The -pi form is to be ascribed either to the influ- 
ence of Aeolic settlers (cf. Terpander and the Lesbic citharoedi, 

ry KloXiSi). In another passage Strabo calls the Aeolians and Dorians 
dfioyevels. 

1 Connection with Thessaly was, perhaps, not so intimate. The sacred 
processions to Olympus may, however, be adduced. 

2 Horn. aXiTT//isvo<;, old X,esbic ■Koirjjizvo^, later Lesbic noelpevo^, Boeot. (jii?.etpi 
(gramm.), Thess. yv/ivaaiapxhros, Arcad. aducq/uvoi;, Elean naSaX^fuvo^. 
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Ahrens, Gott. Phil. Versamml., 1852, p. 77), or, better, to a devel- 
opment of the Doric of these cantons parallel to that of the 
Aeolic dialect. As these forms are undoubtedly of later origin, 
they offer no proof of an Aeolo-Doric period. 

iv cum accusative) occurs throughout the entire extent of 
Northern Hellas («y occurs in all the Delphic inscriptions but 
three times), and in Arcado-Cyprian. It does not occur, however, 
in the kox i^oxhv Aeolic dialect, the Lesbian. As this construction 
is a relic of the period when Greeks and Latins 1 possessed 
but one preposition to express "motion to" and "rest in," it 
cannot be regarded as a characteristic of an Aeolo-Doric age. 
The Ionians have supplanted it entirely by the use of is, fls, and 
the Aeolians too, perhaps under the influence of their Ionic 
neighbors, relinquished their ancient inheritance. That is cum 
genetivo in Aeolic was driven out by U, e'£ of the Ionians is not 
improbable, as both Thessalian and Boeotian stand here on a 
plane. The occurrence of iv in i\ AaxeoV^ora (C. a 26, 8, about 316 
B. C), the single example in Laconian inscriptions, is, if correct, 
a trace of Elean influence, rather than a survival of the original 
construction. 

The elision of nepl is not Aeolo-Doric, but Hellenic, though of 
sporadic occurrence. For Attic the forms nepefidXovTo, Agam. 1147 ; 
Trepea-Krjvaxrfv, Eum. 634 ; 7rtpia>v, in a fragment of a comic poet, are 
well attested. The elision of this preposition, claimed as a 
characteristic of the Locrian idiom, is done away with by the 
correct reading, nepnoBapiav, Coll. 1478. nipohos, the single occur- 
rence On Delphian territory, 2 ntpi&alos, nepdnrav, n(p' avrds, rrcp' 

drXdrov nddas in Pindar, TtcpolxeTcu, ireplaxe in Hesiod, poets, who 
have incorrectly been supposed to have preserved herein traces of 
their close relationship to the Pythian oracle at Delphi, nepopvimi, 
nepoaxia, mpaxnof in Hesychius, the Elean ndp, which may be due 
to North-Doric or to Aeolic influence (cf. Alcaeus 36, n-ep&V«> ; and 
in two conjectures of Bergk ntp'), mp i/ieto Megara CIG I, 1064 — 
all these forms make clear the folly of attaching to a single dialect 
an occurrence of such general character. 3 

The dative pi. in -ots in the cons. decl. is found in Aetolian, 
Locrian and Delphic, and also in Boeotian (rjyvs), the isolated 

1 Cf. old Irish »'(»), Germ, in, old Pruss. en, Lith. in, ;.. 

^Tizpuiuv is also Delphic, C. 2 204, 18 — the same inscription in which 
Tripoiog occurs. Trip is also Thessalian, in which dialect the full form does not 
exist. 

3 Cf. a/if in Homer, afujii in Attic. 
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position of which leads us to regard it as an importation from the 
west, though the possibility of its being a native growth should 
not be suppressed. This analogical formation, like that of -a-av in 
the imperfect, testifies merely to the loosening of the old rigidity 
of inflection, and is not the exclusive property of any dialect, since 
it appears in Messenian, late Laconian, Sicilian, Arcadian, Cretan, 
and perhaps in Lesbian. 

That -ea-a-i is not Aeolo-Doric is clear from the fact that, apart 
from the Homeric and Lesbian formations, it occurs only in 
Boeotian and in Thessalian. There is no trace whatsoever of 
-eo-o-t in any inscription of Peloponnesian Doric, and in North 
Greece it comes to light only as far west as the western boundary 
of Phocis. If this form were Aeolo-Doric, its appearance beyond 
this boundary and elsewhere would have followed as a consequence. 
The Delphic forms are not necessarily loan-formations, as they 
may be representatives of the forces of analogy inherent in each 
separate dialect, -ea-a-t occurs in inscriptions of Corcyra, Megara, 
in Theocritus and in Archimedes. 

The result of this investigation may now be briefly stated : 

I. The eastern part of North Greece was originally the abode 
of an Aeolic race whose dialect survived in Thessaly till the latest 
times. In Boeotia the incursion of a foreign Doric element was 
not so successfully resisted as in the case of Thessaly, and it is to 
the influence of this foreign element that we owe, both in Thessaly 
and Boeotia, the existence of Doric forms, though thereby the 
possibility of later accessions is not denied. 

II. The dialect of the extreme western part of North Greece 
is pure North Doric, and absolutely free from the contamination of 
Aeolisms. 

III. The dialects of Central North Greece are substantially 
North Doric in character ; the Aeolisms which they contain are not 
survivals of an Aeolo-Doric period, but are purely adventitious, 
and their appearance is traceable up to certain definite limits. 

IV. Conformity to general usage, and not an accurate termino- 
logy, dictates my expression " dialect of Epirus," etc., though care 
must be taken to assert that, in the five cantons, Epirus, Acarnania, 
Aetolia, the canton of the Aenianes and Phthiotis, there obtained 
at the period subject to our control but one " dialect," distinguished 
here and there by minute local landmarks. I see herein a proof 
of the correctness of the theory of Joh. Schmidt (or of Paul 
Meyer, if he has the prior claim of being its originator), in so far 
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as it maintains that the term "dialect " refuses to be restricted to 
any limited centre of speech. In any theory, of dialects which 
are ever subject to a Heraclitean flux, especially if not subjected 
to the restraining hand of a written literature, chronological con- 
siderations are of an importance that cannot be underestimated. 
Therefore, while for a later period of the dialect-life of Hellas the 
expression "dialect" is one of peculiar relativeness, it is a justifi- 
able term for certain aggregations of morphological and syntactical 
phenomena in the earlier periods of language, when dialect-relations 
were more sharply defined. Schmidt's theory is undoubtedly 
popular, though it has suffered trenchant criticism, notably at the 
hands of Fick, but I doubt whether it can ultimately hold ground. 
If it were rigorously enforced, it might deprive of all individual 
existence so strongly colored an idiom as that of Boeotia or Thes- 
saly, Locris or Delphi. The restriction of the term "dialect " to 
narrow geographical limits may convey, and has conveyed, 
erroneous conceptions concerning the nature of a dialect, but the 
boundaries which enclose a dialect in the true sense of the word 
are not necessarily coextensive with those dictated by geographical 
configuration or by the exigencies of state policy. 

This investigation, then, is not without its significance, inasmuch 
as it casts a light — dimmed, it is true, by the poverty of material 
at our command — upon the contention between two theories of the 
interpretation of dialectical phenomena. It shows us that we 
cannot cast aside the Stammbaumstkeorie engrafted upon Greek 
by the Darwinism of Schleicher, and still defended by Ulrich von 
Wilamowitz-Mollendorf, even though the practical difficulties in 
the way of its absolute adoption seem well-nigh insurmountable. 
If, too timid, we struggle to avoid being dashed against the Scylla 
of Schleicherism, we may be drawn into the Charybdean waves of 
Schmidt's Wellentheorie. The cardinal feature of this consists, 
according to one of its most keen-sighted adherents, 1 in its assump- 
tion : " Dass sie (Schmidt's Theorie) eine allmahliche Differen- 
zierung des urspriinglick in continuierlicher Reihe verlaufenden 
Sprachgebietes annimmt, und zwar eine Differenzierung durch 
dialektische Neuerungen,die an verschiedenen Stellen des ursprilng- 
lichen Gebietes au/kommen und von dem Punkte ihrer Entstehung 
aus auf das benachbarle Gebiet sick verbreiten." The adoption 
of such an explanation not only of the I.-E. languages, but also of 
the Greek dialects, may lead us to see the cause whereby sub-dialect 

1 Collitz in Verwandtschaftsverhaltnisse der griechischen Dialekte, 1885. 
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may lead to sub-dialect, and how each dialect may thus be bound 
together with the life of another by a " continuous series of minute 
variations." But we are confronted in the science of Greek dialec- 
tology with phenomena dating from historical periods ; for these 
phenomena we must seek a historical explanation as far as is per- 
mitted by the dim light of history. The wave-theory regards as 
merely interesting confirmations of its suppositions those causes 
of differentiation of a linguistic territory which to its opponents 
are the very sinew of the genealogical theory. It may well be 
questioned whether Schmidt's theory does not confuse those pro- 
cesses which caused dialects originally to come into existence, and 
those processes which give birth to phenomena that have become 
in historical times the property of two adjacent dialects which have 
flourished for a long period of time. Peculiarities which link 
together two dialects may be ascribed to the influence of one 
upon the other ; but in periods antedating all historical ken the 
influence of a neighboring speech-territory need not necessarily 
have been the cause of dialectic peculiarities. 

If linguistic phenomena alone be taken as the point of departure, 
we must confess that we thereby seek a refuge in a sauve qui pent, 
and renounce that ideal whose every patient endeavor aims at 
discovering in the disiecta membra of dialect-speech a clue that 
will reinforce those utterances of antiquity which make for the 
intimate connection between parent-stock and the offspring which, 
in periods subject to conjecture alone, left an ancestral home. This 
ideal in dialectology is as important a guiding motive as the ideal 
of the freedom from exception to phonetic law is in the science of 
comparative philology. We have, then, at least no mean purpose, 
if we search for the golden thread that shall lead us to an expla- 
nation of the genealogy of each separate form. With this ideal in 
view we may perhaps discover that, when the forms of adventitious 
growth have been separated from those which are indigenous, it is 
not impossible to construct genealogical trees for the Greek dialects, 
which will stand in harmonious interdependence. If we endeavor 
to sift the material which a kind chance has preserved to us, and 
believe that terra mater ncnia miracula suis ex uisceribus num- 
quam emittere cessabit, we may trust that a solution may not be 
far off for many problems which the vigorous dialect-life of Hellas 
presents. 

Herbert Weir Smyth. 



